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 It is no exaggeration to say that in sheer versatility, originality, and range of writing he was and still is difficult to match among the anthropologists of the English-speaking world. His contributions have touched on kinship and social organization; hill tribes and valley peoples; land tenure and peasant economy; caste and class; myth and ritual; binary thought, classification, and liminality; information theory, semiotics, and symbolic communication; art and aesthetics; ethology and archeology; computer technology and model building; British structural-functional method and the structuralism of Lévi-Strauss; biblical materials and the myths of classical Greece. Altogether Leach was the author of some eight books, co-author of one, and editor of several essay collections. A hallmark of all his writings was a forceful, vigorous, direct and clear prose, effective in exposition as in debate. He was a tireless reviewer of books in anthropology and a variety of cognate disciplines, and a prolific essayist not only in professional journals but also in publications for the general reading public such as The Listener, New Society, New Scientist, The Spectator, Encounter, The Times Literary Supplement, New York Review of Books, London Review of Books, and New Republic. He in fact wrote for and spoke to a much wider public and audience than the vast majority of social anthropologists are prone to, and positively sought to have a dialogue with specialists in other disciplines. All this added to his fame in mature years both as a notable spokesman for the discipline and as a commentator on general contemporary issues.
Apart from a distinguished academic career as a social anthropologist, Edmund Leach rendered noteworthy services to education, knowledge and professional societies in general. In , he succeeded Lord Annan as Provost of King's College, a college which counts among its twentieth-century luminaries Lord Maynard Keynes, E.M. Forster, Goldsworthy Lowes-Dickinson, Rupert Brooke, Arthur Waley, Arthur Cecil Pigou and Lord Kaldor. As Provost of King's until , he also served as Fellow of Eton College. In addition to being head of a famous college, he served at the highest levels in the administration of the university itself. A high point of Leach's career was reached when he was knighted in , and also elected a trustee of the British Museum (-). In  the University of Chicago conferred on him the honorary degree of Doctor of Humane Letters, and Brandeis University honored him in the same way.
This enumeration of achievements might unproblematically convey the idea that Leach by virtue of his own capacities, his social background, comfortable circumstances, public schooling and Cambridge education, and his considerable writings quite naturally ascended the ladder of achievement to become a much honored member of the British Establishment. However, the canonized Leach himself would not have settled for a hagiographic narrative, nor did he want himself to be considered as aspiring and conforming to the career of an honors list grandee. We have before us a complex person, subject to tensions and frustrations, blessed with a creative experimental and reflexive mind that was more concerned with restlessly probing than with consolidating knowledge. While he tested the presuppositions and limits of orthodoxy, he was deeply protective and conservationist about the institutions he valued.
Consider these examples where Leach "deconstructs" and subverts himself while in doing so he also makes a social commentary:
Adam Kuper wrote in New Society in January , in one of the unusually informal, humorous and revealing interviews he had with him: "Professor Sir Edmund Leach -knight, former Provost of King's . . . establishment figure incarnate now -says that when he has to revise his entry in Who's Who he always roars with laughter. 'Who is this comic clown? There I am, aged , with all this long list of honours. The whole hierarchy of the establishment -the good and the great -is a joke. But I use it. And why not? I still have (academic) political objectives.' " One should of course not miss the pride behind this comic stance.
Another window on to Leach's scheme of evaluations and what he thought was worth working for is provided by his reply (dated July , ) to my own letter to him congratulating him on his knighthood: "The Knighthood has elicited an enormous shower of mail from people all over the world, some of whom I haven't seen for forty years! On the other hand, my appointment as a Trustee of the British Museum, which is really much more distinguished but for which I have to do some work, though likewise announced in The Times, did not produce a single letter!" In his own distinctive way, he celebrated and turned to anthropological advantage his elevation by giving a witty and perceptive lecture on the ritual of investiture as knight. Again at the University of Chicago in the following year, as I walked beside him in the academic procession to the neo-Gothic Rockefeller Chapel where he would receive his honorary
